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ThewhHonssW. T.> Miller, 
Judge of the Circuit Court of Lee County; 


* 


™ 


Your oratrix, F. E. Parsons, states that she is the widqw 


of one M. C. Parsons, who recently devarted this life intes- 
tate; that the said M. C. Parsons was during his marriage be 
tween him and herself seized of an estate of inheritance in the 


following real estate situated in the county of Lee and state 





of Virginia, to-wit: 
Wrst, a tract of land lying in Lee County, Virginia, i 
what is known as the "Hickory Flats" containing 


acres, more or less, and being the land conveyed to the said 





M. GC. Parsons by Thomas P. Carnes by deed dated November 26th, ¥ 


5 

Second, a tract of land lying in Les County, Virginia, 
containing Sad acres, more or less, and 
petits known the "Dk Knob Tract", and being the same trac} 


[ex te apeend 


res st J 


M. D. Richmond; 
Third, a tract of land lying in Lee County, Virginia con- 


taining acres, more or less, purchased 


from Mary E. Jessee, February 26th, 1886 ; 





Fourth, a tract tract of Jand lying in Lee County, Vir- 
sinia, containing acres, more or less, amd 
being the same purchased from G@. Sprinkle, January SOL, 
1880; 

Hiftp, 2 tract of land lying in Lee County, Virginia, 
containing acres, more or less, and being 
the same purchased from W. A. Taylor and others March 1st, 


G 


ie 





Your oratrix says that said M. C. Parsons died seized of all 
of the said lands, and your oratrix as his widow became and 
was lawfully entitled to dower in each and all of the said 
lands, and that her said dower right has never been in any 
manner lawfully barred or relinquished; that the following 
persons are the children and heirs at law of the said M. Cc. 
Gua rem 

Parsons, to-wit, M#=%. Russell, the wife of Harvey J. Russel 
BHllen Jessee, the Wi of C, Jessee, Rebecca parsons ax 
Georg sSaNl yp Pa OPE s, GO das 

Your eee rther states that shortly after the deat} 
of the said M. C. Parsons she demanded of the said heirs tha 
dower be assigned her in the lands of the said M. C. Parsons; 
but that they refused to comply with her said demand, and tha 
she thereupon instituted a suit in equity in this Honorable 
Court against the said heirs to require them to assign Rex 1 

LLEG 

said dower; but that the said heirs, togetner with the said 
Harvey J. Russell and the.said. J.C. Jessee, with intent to 
intimidate your oratrix and to defraud’ her out of her dower 
rights, and to coerce her into releasing the same, circulated 
and published in the neighborhood where she lived in the Cour 
ty of Lee certain false and scandalous charges concerning her 


and 


character reputation and threatened to have her arrested and 
\ 


prosecuted therefor, and falsely charged her and her father, 


France Hobbs, with certain crimes and misdemeanors, and 


caused her and her father to be arrested on these charges and 


prosecuted therefor, and in various and sundry other ways an 
& 
noyed, harassed, intimidated her, all for the purpose of for 


“4 
\ 


cing her to release and relinquish her said dower right and 
dismiss the aforesaid suit; that among other things they 


charged 





¥ 


that said M. C. Parsons had haa illicit intercourse with her before 

their marriage and haa gotten hér with’ child,’ and that in OUuders tor con= 
ceal their crimé your oratrix and said M.: C. Parsons had gone to Knéxe 
ville, Tenn., together and had been there yixxen guilty of the crime of 


abortion whereby said supposed child was murdered and disposed of; and 


they threatened to have your oratrix prosecuted and sent to the pene- 


tentiary for the Said alleged crime of abortion, although’ the said 
charge was wholly false and Malicious and they » the said Russell ana 


Jessee and said other heirs, well knew the same to be false and thali- 


cious 





They charged, 
Also, that she and her said father had been guilty of 


stealing certain corn belonging to the administrators of the 
said M. C@. Parsons, and caused them to be arrested on the 
said charge and carried before a Justice of the Peace and 
held over by him to appear before the grand jury of Lee Coun 
ty; that the said charge was wholly false, and the said grand 
jury after hearing the evidence of the prosecuting witnesses 
refused to find an indictment thereon. 

They also charged her said father with being guilty of 
the larceny of a certain horse-collar belonging to one Emme ¢ 1 
Larmer, and caused him to be arrested and bound over to appear 
before a Justice of the Peace on the said charge; that the 
said charge was wholly false, and that the said heirs and tha 
said Russell and Jessee caused the prosecution thereof to 
be discontinued after they had accomplished their object and 
obtained the release deed hereinafter referred to; that the 
said heirs and the said Russell and Jessee also caused her 
said father to be arrested on the charge of having been guilty 
of the larceny of a certain cow from the said M. C. Parsons 
during his lifetime; that this charge was likewise wholly 
-groundless, false and malicious, and the said heirs and the 
said Russell and Jessee likewise caused the prosecution ther¢- 
of to be discontinued so soon as they had accomplished their 
object and obtained the release deed hereinafter referred to 
that the said heirs and the said Russell and Jessee also 
caused one Ira G. Sprinkle and sundry other persons to come 
her and persuade her t6 compromise the said suit and release 
her said dower interest, and that the said Ira @. Sprinkle a 
the instance of the said heirs and the said Russell and Jess 
in order to induce her to compromise the said suit and relin 
quish her said dower interest made various and sundry fraud- 


ulent statements and misrepresentations to her, and,.among 





other things, told her and induced her to believe that one 
ieee Snel bourne and Jack Wilson had sent her word that she 
ought to compromise and settle the said suit if she could not 
get any more than Six Hundred Dollars ($600.00) in considera- 
tion therefor; that your orator had great confidence in the 
judgment of the said LucShelbourne and Jack Wilson; and tha 
the said representations had great effect upon her in inducin 
her to make the compromise and settlement hereinafter referrep 


to: that your oratrix has since learned that neither the said 


, 
Leeeervourne nor the said Jack Wilson ever sent her any 


such word, and that the said representations that they had 
sent such word were wholly false; that the said Sprinkle also 
at the same time represented to her that the said heirs and 
the said Russell and Jessee would certainly succeed in sending 
her father to the penitentiary on the charges aforesaid if she 
did not compromise the said suit; and that your oratrix, al- 
though she fully believed her said father to be innocent of 
all of the said charges, yet being ignorant of the law and be 
lieving that the said heirs and the said Russell and Jessee 
had suborned certain witnesses to testify against her said 
father, was greatly annoyed and distressed thereby. 

Your oratrix further states that she was at the time in pB 
delicate condition, and was on this account weak and nervous, 
and that the aforesaid sundry charges and threats, and others 
of like character, greatly increased her nervousness and weak 
ness and made her life a burden and existence miserable. 

Under these circumstances, and by the means aforesaid, she wa 
finally, to-wit, on July 12th, 1895, induced to sign a certal 
deed by which, in consideration of Ten Hundred and Seventy- 
five Dollars ($1075.00) she released her right of dower in th 
lands of the said M. C. Parsons and agreed to dismiss the 
suit aforesaid, and the suit was accordingly thereafter, to- 


2 


wit, on November llth, 1895, dismissed, all of which will more 





fully appear by reference to the said deed and the proceedings 


in the sald suit, a Akg of which deed is filed herewith as a 
Att, ipo Vo £ 
part hereof, and the proceedings in the said suit are like- 


a 


wise here Sononved to as a part hereof. 


Your oratrix says that the real value of her said dower 
interest ee least six or seven thousand dollars, and this 
she well ie. and she would never have consented to sign the 
said deed and dismiss the said suit but for lsc es, in- 


A 
timidation | and duress aforesaid. She says that the said 


deed and the dismissal of the said suit were obtained by 
fraud, intimidation and duress, and are therefore void in 
equity and shomld be set aside and held for naught. 

She further says that she is: informed, believes and 
charges that the said M. C. Parsons was also seized and pos- 
sessed of certain other real estate lying in Lee County, 
Virginia, during her coverture with him, and that he died 
seized of such real estate, and theshe became and was and is 
entitled to dower therein, and that her dower right therein 
has never been barred or released; but your oratrix cannot no™m 


give gle = e LB spuerg of ayer other real estate Gageke 4 
fe id tr Pte heb A bral of. OH: Z 


Your ore lee Pacctas fae hat she i Wa be- 


Y, 


lieves and charges that one Henry Nicaéd¢ claims to have pur- 
chased the aforesaid tract of land known as the"Elk Knob Tract, 
from the said M. C. Parsons in 1894. Your oratrix states 
that she does not know wnether this be true or not; but that 
this was long after her marriage to the said M. C. Parsons 4 yd ¢ 
long after her dower right in the said Elk Knob Tract had at . 
tached, and that your oratrix did not join in any deed or ine 
contract for the sale of the said land, nor has she athe eek 
released her dower right therein. Nf 
Your oratrix further states that she is informed, be- 


lieves and charges that the said Ellen Jessee and J. C. Jessé 


Claim that the said M. C. Parsons conveyed to the said Klien 





Jessee a portion of the saxt aforesaid first named tract of 
land by deed dated May 12th, 1892, and that the said George W 


Parsons claims that the said M. C. Parsons conveyed to hima 


portion of the said ie Na tract by deed dated May 12t 


1892, and that the said eae Russell and Harvey Russell, her 
husband, claim that the said M. C. Parsons conveyed to the 
and fourth 

said He=S] Russell the said third named tract/of land by deed 
dated May i2th, 1892, and that ms said Rebecca Parsons 
claims that the said M. C. Parsons conveyed to her, the said 
Rebecca, the said fifth. mentioned tract of land and the resil- 
due of the said first mentioned tract of land by deed dated 
May 12th, 1892. 

Your oratrix states that it is true that such deeds were 

- drawn up and signed by the said M..C. Parsons during? his life- 

time, but none of the said deeds were ever delivered by the 
said M. C. Parsons to any of the said children except the deed 
to the said Ellen Jessee. All of the said other @eeds were 
found among the papers of the said M. C. Parsons after his 
death, and had never been delivered to any of the said gran- 
tees; that the deed to pac eou Klien Jessee was delivered 
her, the said Ellen, but that it was delivered with the dis- 
tinct understanding and agreement that it was done only Tor 
the purpose of enabling the said Jack Jessee to have assigned 
to him a portion of his father's estate which lay adjoining 
the said tract of land described in the aforesaid deed from 
M. C. Parsons to Ellen Jessee, and that so soon as the estate 
of the father of the said Jack Jessee should be partitioned 
that the said Ellen Jessee and Jack Jessee should reconvey the 
S@01¢ land to M. C. -Parsons. 

Your oratrix further states that she was married to the 
said M. C. Parsons on the 15th day of May, 1892; that she Had 
been given to understand that the said M. C. Parsons owned ¢t 


lands aforesaid, and that his reputed ownership of the said 





v 


lands was in part the inducement wnich caused her to marry th 


said M. C. Parsons; that she at the time she married the said 


~ 


Parsons did not know that he ad conveyed away any 


lange, and) that if-it be true that he did-deliver 


x 


aqeeds 


and convey away the said land h 
marital 
ted a fraud upon her maretiugenmbiz rights; that each and all 


1is said action constitu- 


of the said deeds were made without. consideration, and are, a 
to her, as she is informed, void and should be set aside and 
held for naught. 

Your oratrix further states that she is ready, able and 
willing at any time to pay back un® the said heirs the afore 
said sum of money, to-wit, Ten Hundred and Seventy-fivé. ($1076) 
provided the’ said release deed and the said order dismissing 
the said suit are set aside; and $ 2 now here offers to pay 
the same into court whenever the court may require. PS 


Wherefore, your oratrix prays sthat Wate, Ckelriale als (0. 
( 7 , 


; é 


and Ellen Jessee, his wife, diols, y Russell and == Rus- 
v2 Brptovr(Pctdie Aptlaud 


sell, his wife, Rebecca Parsgns reorge W. Parsons, and. the, 
: AG Couccinglec AQ Dimore bi Rucnann tu HAY BBCi hy So 


said Henry Nic p,be made parties defendanw to this bill, and 
equired: to PE. the gsgme; but answer under path is herer 
ad: Qe tar aol hoff A, Keoher(j : 
by waived; that upon a ‘nearing the aforesaid’ deed from your . 
oratrix to Harvey J. Russell and others, dated July 12th,1895| , 
be set aside, cancelled and held for naught, and that the pro 


ceedings in ‘the sa chancgry, syit gnd she ,opder dismissins -t 
Le AM Ly ane fe Va B 2 ft Of pacer PV 


same be li*ewise set aside 7 Se nella for na ght; that the said 


Henyy Nic BS required $o show what ie if~any; he 
Wa : 8 ag lore echarta dire fad ; Wales » joe 


has in the aforesaid Elk Knob Tract; that dower in the said 


real estate be assigned, set out and allotted to your oratrix 

and for such other, further and general relief as the nature 
a < 

of the case may require and to equity may seem meet. 


And your oratrix will ever pray. 
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To the Honorable W.T.Miller, Judge of the Circuit Court for Lee 
County, Virginia: 

The joint answer of C.T.Duncan, Trustee WN.Smith and 5&.D.N. 
Blair to a bill exhibited against them and others in this court by 
F.n.Parsons. 

Respondent say that said bill is not good and sufficient an 
law, and of this they pray judgment, é&c. 

mS Rou other apd further answer be required, answering they say 
that in the year 1887, M .€.Parsons was indebted to your respondents, 
thes said W. M.Smith nd H.D.G. Blair in the sum of $2500.00, that the 


said Parsons. executed separate notes of each of said be Ry ke 


4 


fox; the sum Pa ad O05 bearing interest from date and payable on 
the. rirst ddy of , sag March 1895,and bound himself to pay the inter 
est, thergon_ annpally on the first day of March of each year. 

The § sada Parsons: paid - said = be up to the first day of March 
1894, put labparted this life in February 1895 before said interst fo 
that year become as on the first day of March 1895, there was one 
years interest on each of said note due, this interest was on or 
about the 7th day of March 1895, paid by said Parsons’s Administrat 
OW Sa wale Sale tat. due on said notes on March 1st 1895,after the payne 
ment of said interest by said Admrs, the principal of said two nots 
to wit, the sum of $2500.00. Since that time said Admrs. have made 
the following payments to your respondents Smith and Blair, to wit, 
about the sum of $1700.00,the receipts for said payment have been 
filed by them before Comr. Goins in the Chancery cause of R.L.Pen- 
nington.Admr. Vs. H.J.Russell] & J.C.Jdessee Admrs, &c. 

These notes were secured by deed of trust executed by the said M. 
C.Parsons in his lifetime and before he intermarried with the said 
Plaintift ,in. which your eopponden’, nes ap eon ae BNR by wht 
which the said Parsons conveyed his home Reem to the cana truste 
to secure, the payment of said debt. Said deed was duly recorded log 
pefore said marriage and before any rights of said Complainant, if 


she has any accrued. Respondents deny that said complainant has any 


oh, ere, & cothery Sac decade 








In The Circuit Court for Lee County. 
Russell and Jessee,Admrs,et al, 
ads . Answer to Bill. 
F,.E,Parsons. 

To the Hon.W.T.Miller, Judge of the Circuit Court for 
Lee County; 

The joint answer and demurrer of H.J.Russell,J.C.Jessee, 
Eva Russell, and Ellen Jessee to a bill of complaint exibit- 
ad againt them and ethers in this honerable court by F.A. 
Parsons. 

Fer demurrer therte they say that the said pill of the 
said complainont is not sufficient in law te require an an- 
swer,cand ef this they pray judgement. 

But if any other and furthur answe @ necessary, answer- 
that they are part of the 


ine 


y 
O 


children and heirs at lay of the late M.C.Parsons,and that 


your respondents the said J.C.Jessee and H.J.Russell are his 
administrators; the other parties they believe to be correct~ 
in » complainant's bill; it is also true that tne | 
said late M.C.Parsons at one time owned the several tracts 
ef land mentioned in the complainants bill; and it is alse 
brue that »y received t conveyance therein mentioned piurye- 
| ° Lag | 
ly from the persons thersin named. The s@ admissions are 
about the only truthful statements found in the complainunts 
bill. It is not trus that M.C.Parsens owned the land men- 
tioned in the complainant's bill at the time of his death,or 


that he owned them during the coverture with the complainant, 


upon the y,before the marriage with the plaintiff, he 
or = ;: arr 


had conveyed the same. the female respondents Eva Russell 


and Klien. ee and theirm brother Geo.W.Parsons, and their 





sister Rebecca Parsons,had acknowledhed and delivered the 
said conveyances before the marriage took place, copies ef all 
ef which will be filed in due time marked respectivelyl,2,3, 
’c. These lands thus cenveyed were net,hewever,all the land 
er interests in lands,that the said M.C.Parsons owned, - 
refference to this branch of the case will be referred to 
later on. Respondents deny that the plaintiff,therefore, hac 
or ever had or has now any dower,right of dower,or other 
right or interest in said lands or either of them. ,Respondenta 
furthur deny tl they ever circulated or put in circulation 
ang reports againts the plaintiff's character .But they ad- 
mit that they had heard it spoken of in the neighborhood and 
they believe it to be true that before her marri Pare Bes Lhe 


Oued Bad Mn Ex 
said M.C.Parsons and the pla: nuiff ae ne 
off out of their neighborhood and went some 

respondents understood it to be to Cincinnati,an hey had 

; mine hy iv , abr eee Wes cr ae 
been told since the death of the iid Parsons that tne plant- 
eff had an abortion procwred by herself in the citi 
cinnati,but these respondents never started the sai 


never. said that it was true,they heard it as other people 


heard it,they van at any time give their author.But respond- 


ents deny that they ever put this report in circulation or ry 


it for the purpose of a compromise.So that said reportegees 
for naught so far as these respondents are concerned. As to 
for naught sc 


il a: awe ce ey * : Pp 
other report alluded to by the plaintcff, t 


LLU 


plaintiff and 
father had been guilty of steeling corn they did accuse 

ler of that in a legal way, and they proved it by eye witness- 

es,and they still believe it to be tru und had the grand~j ur; 

done its duty the plaintiff and her fat! would hawé been in- 


dicted,tried and convicted .But the plaintiff was enabled to 





bring some influence to bear in the couty court <1 before saig 
|grand-jury whereby she escaped punishment. It looks strage tht 
iL 


i she would thus complain of 


pis Fie 3] 


charge of the larceny of this corn by the plaintiff and 
ther,they belive they can establish it beyond a reasonable 
| doubt. But they deny positively that they used said circum 
stance as am yo coerve said plaintiff,intimidate her or 
inducer her to compromise.They deny therefore that they knew 
that that report was false,but woen the contrary they then an 
= 7 7 4 t- : ~ 4, iJ Pi d 1 a - Pay <b Tr 
| now belive the same to be true. As to the chrge brought by E. 
ne <a) ev 
arceny of a horse collar,they knowiMr.larmer 
aman of honor and honesty,and he accused the fdther of 
this horse collar and swore out a 


search-warrant therefor,and these respondents wéaz summonged to 


by the sheriff and aid in making search therefor,and in do- 


~ 


7 at 


they went to said plaintiff's father's house and made 


search there for said collar,and it was found at his house con- 


Mtn . 


cealed under his befG,and the officer took char 


ig 


Mec lhe 
€ 


“o 


| restored it to the said Larmer,with these facts and this knowl- 


CE 


¥ edge before them they belive the charge made by Mr.Larmer and 


| they still believe it,and if found necessary will endeaver 


inese respondents deny that they originatec 


d this proceeding or had had any thing to 


hau ae oeree st on oe 5 B, Lge Se tn citar”, ee 
oLner tnan as above stated anc uney tLnererore deny LNA | 


Ge 
3 


d it for the purpose of coercing the plaintiff or driv- 


4 


4 


into a compromise;they therefore deny that they believ 
report was false ,but on the contrary belive it to be true, 
"fore deny that they and their co-heirs did any mali- 


ed 


cious act in connection therewith;they deny t! 





My 


fra G. prinkle or any one else the plaintiff with any falee re 


n 


i A ge ; ; 
port or false statememt,or even any statement atall looking to 
A compromise of these matters untill they had been approached 
prinkle and other as me: engers of the plaintiff 
4 


the compromise. “hey will now state how this came 


J 
about, he arrest of the plaintiff and her father for the 

alleged corn stealing took place in pril, 1895 and respondent 
belive they were bound over to the Jay term of the grand-jury 


and at that term of the ‘omty ourt no indictment was found 


~H 


thot plaintiff and her father were discharged. Responden 
.C.Jessee went to the U.S.Court of Abingdon as a juro and 
there remained something like 2 weeks before the convening 
May term of the county court . On his return on his w 
|home from Pennington Gap he was in company with H.J.Russell 
hen they w ve met by one Andrew Goliway who represented that 
lhe had been sent to them to propose a compromise of the plain- 
bLiff’s clim for dower in the lands of M.C.parsons. Bus they 
lid not go to see her ,but wem# on on other buisness and on 
their return met the plaintiffs father and the said Goliway on 
here they said they had been awalting the respon- 
dents arrival, They agin pproached them on the subjet of a com- 
firomise .These res pondents were on their way home and the sai 
Goliw y and the 


plaintiff's father accompanied them as far as 


the plaintiff's nouse hich is on their direct way. There was 
gome talk of a compromise and the matter of the corn may have 
wossibly been mentioned but if so it was in : pleasant way 

ancl no ill himor was manifested . When opposite the plaintiff's 
asked them if they would not go in ?This they 


> plaintiff requested the 


ring plaintiff ouvt,which he 
r, Oliway,these respondents 





iplainbiff sit down wpon a 


iH 


| 
} 


i} 
| 


, 


plat 


T 
v L 


upon the rode side.The 
terested and did most of the taking i fer the com- 


promise,and propositions were passed between the parties all 


a 


of which is not remembered, but these respondents did not 


the plaintiff ,did not advise her,did not mis-repre- 
sent any thing,byt the talk was friendly and in the best of 


+h,4 + a ina M1, - 7 hee § at oe oe ad rig > yay. se 
throughot | rge or tie corn-stealing was sepa 


- 


mentioned, but these respondents did not: make any Lhreats, and 


the main difieulty at that time seemed to be whether ory not 


Hy 


if the plaintiff and these respondents could come to an agre e- 


ment about the plaintiff's claim for dower,that the erimnal 


= 


charges could also be dropped,and if so what would be ne 


sary to be done. These Pespondents ,c; nable to 
oe ay 


made no suggestion. The plaintiff's father then sug 


respondents go to Jonesville and ascertain what 


could be done if any thing.Therupon these respondents agreed 


to do so if the plaintiff and her father would send some one 
Lo act for them and hear exactly what was said .Thereupon they 


selected the said Andrew | iway,and he and these respondents 


eS 
A 


came on on the same day to Jonesville and. by a greement went 


1 71 


Lo the law offige of A.L.Pridemore there to make a statemet io'| 
him of the matters takéd over and to get from him his opin- 
ion as to the progr course that ougliit to be and could be pur 
sued.They went to the said Pridemore's office the said Goliwa; 


+4 ee 
} | 


id plaitiff and 


her father ,where quite 


as WS ae ath ae Se 
by talk took place as to the ways and mens of getting 


rid of said crimnam{ehargew and ‘compromising said suit. The 
said Pridemore sugg d away out of the dificulty that seem- 
ed to be acy isiacvort to the said Goliway, and it was so to 


respondents. These respondents then and the said Goliway 








bei: 
went directly back to the plaintiff and her father. Up to 
I this time the plaintiff had not indicated what she asked for 


Lt 


her claim, and these respondents had not indicated what they 


|would give. On their retwayines re ,after explaining the 


advice given by the said Pridemore these respondents asked 
| the father of the sad plingiff hoamuch she asked for her 
claim. He said’ One thousand Dollars. Thsese respondents re- 
olied that they would not zive it »dut thet 


her seven htndred, and as she had already received about 


eo 


9 


*hroe Hundred dollars in personal estate from the estate,this 
would make her abSut the One Thousand. She refused to do this 
respondents then offered het ven hundred and fifty dollars 

she refused accept that ,therewupon the matter ended. 
The therm of the court at which the grand-jury was summoned 
to which the plaintiff and her father were bound over met, 
failed to find an indictment, and they were discharged. 

the plaintiff's bill for dower was pending 

the June term of the Car cuit Court came on,these resondents 
appeared for themselves and their wives and co-heirs, answere 
said bill,denied its allegations,assertrdd the delivery of 
their deeds and filed them with their answers. Up to this time _ 
the negotiations before alluded to_not a word had they heard 
in refference to the ‘compromise,nor not a word,nor not a mes~ 
sage had they sent to the plaintiff or her father as to a com- 
promise and so matters continued unbinlY possibly about July 
the first or near thet time respondent J.C.Jessee was plowing 
in his field when Ira G.Sprinkle came to him and after a brief 
conversation: informed hin a » had been sent there by the 
plaintiff with a view to compromise the plaintiff's claim for 


dower. This respondent told him if that was his buisness > ae 





aes 
need not say any thing furthur.That if the plaintiff wanted to 


compromise her claim she must come herself and not send any 





other agents . And therupon.the said Sprinkle went away.Some 
sever al days after this,possibly ten or more,during which 
he ke 6. ' 7 ‘ 4 : pan . 
Lime nespndent never heard any thing more of the compromise, 
or said any thing about it . One noght at about the ‘our of 

F * 1 at . 1 - se Ue. oliatchace ort 
midnight the same Andréw°Goliway and the plaintiff9fatner 


- 


"7. Jobbs.came to. respondent's house distant about one mile 
3 ¥ a 


| . P. 1 C #3 ! 4 ate . : { 
land a quarter from the plaintiff's house,at the hour of nid-nigh 


and|woke up respondent, J.C.Jessee,and again approached 
subject of. compromise of the plaintiff's dower claim. There we 
a good deal said about the compromise and the dificulty between 
this respondent can not now remember;but he does 
eats el .f 14 o ter * La . "T 4 y ys 
father 1e@ said W.F.Hobbs said. ,"If you boys, 
meaning myself and H.J.Russell, "will pay the widow"me: ning the 
| 
slainbiff"one thousand Dollars,she wants to .compromise".This re- 
did not say much thet night,and the said Hobbs and the saik 
Jv oO , — 
no agreement for a future mettimg at 
thet time nor hing said in refference thereto ,but the next 
4 


norhing about 8 o'clock,or therabouts, the same Ira G.Sprinkle 


and|the same Andrew Goliway came to respondents J.C.Jessee's house 


2.0 


and|insi sted upon respondent going to see the plaintiff at her 
houseegnom. they said had sent for respondent,J.C.Jesse. This re- 


7 4 


spondent was reluctant to do so, and told them so and that he had 
no faith in the plaintiff's earnestness in compromising. They then 
informed respondent that the plaintiff was in earnest and desired 
very much to see him and the said Russell about said compromise 
They then ififormed said respondent that they believed she was in 
earhest and advised him to go and see her,and that her father was 


\ 


in the woods along the road-side or near the road waiting to 








{ 


| 


i 


| 


| 


liff wanted to sell her elaim to 


nim,Jessee. After some hesitation respondent 


see her. The messengers suggested that the plaintiff 


ples ae ‘ 
| the negotiations be earried on very secretly,and to go on past 


plaintiff's house down under the bluff and await her arrival 


i\He went to the peace designated and soon after his arrival the 


plaintiff her fatl and the said Goliway came to where re- 
ispondent Jesse at » Sprinkle came on a little latter. 
Before pooceeding to relate what occurred 


pondent, H.J.Russell, states that Thal in a conversation rith 


Ae 


[the plaitiff about gother tings he was informed thatthe plains 


7 
t 


ier dower,compromise her suit, 


jand remove to Tennessee,and that she would take one thousand 


dollars therefor.And this ‘was all thet respondent Rusegl had 


| 7 pf \ Boy sea? ‘ f , 4 ie inte i ' 
heard in refference to said compromise up to the time that 


| 


4 


the compromise was made. Respondent Jessee,resumimg his svat- 


Iment,states that when the widow and the other - parties came up 


with out elikhtine from his horse he remarked to the plaint- 


"i 


nan bale : e hare for . a a. 
Nhe ue ear tl BS Oe a ‘j Vintvit 


ou mean buisness ee Vou wanb to compromise! 
Ay ’ r t 


want to compromise , a sf 8 
. 2espondent asked her wnat she asked,sie sale, 


i OneThousand Dollars. Respondent told her that he would have to 


see his co-administrator H.J.Ruseell who lived near Pennington 


Gap some three miles away,and that he would have to go there 


lofter him. She wanted to know when he would return and where 


i| 
| 


he would come to,remarking that she wanted this matter to 


be very secretly done as she wanted to beat her lawyers. Re~ 


r) Mr ey 4 : thy ‘ 
| Spdent explained to her abput how long it would take him, 


and it was agreed that he should come back to her house.He 
] (>) 


did come back and the said Russell also came there at her sug- 


sub whether they all went together or by different 


lways,it is not exactly remembered but it is believed that 





Sou 
respondent Jessee returned by himself and H.J.Ruseel returned 


“a ist 


in company with Ira G.Sprinkle,for respondent would herex 





E =| | 


hen he started to Pennington Gap for said Russell 


the plaintiff expressed a desire to have some counse 1 from 


Mr.&.W.Pennington a lawyer abv Pennin gton Gap,as to her rights 


vd 


| 
i 


and wi whether or not she would be in any danger to make said com | 
promise deg aei the knowledge of her attorneys in her case. 

Bub whether she sent a writing to the said Pennington by the 
said Sprinlke or only sent word by him,respondent can not 


=) 5 


Respondents are informed,and believe it to be true that said 


Sprinkle id not see E.¥.Pennington,but that he consulved 
one W.%.Hopkins,an# attorney at Pennington Gap,who in re~ 


f : Ae ih F é 
sponce to her inquiry or note ‘ hhieve x it was ,wrote her that 


s#he could safely do so but as a matter of precaution he ee 


uv 


advise her not to do so whthout consulting her lawyers.This 
note was carried to her by the said Sprinkle, anc 
vised of its contents. By this time it had grown late in the 


day and there was present the plaintiff ,her father,Ira G. 


J 


r) 


prinkle, and these respondents Jessee and Russell,when it 

the plaintiff and these respondents that 

one thousand dollars and she agreed to ac- 

she signed the deed dated July the 12th, 1895, an? 

which is the same deed sought to be set aside by the plaintif. 
This was a considerable sum of m y andrespondents had ex- 
nected to raise it at Penington Gap but failed to do so. Of 
this fact they informed the plaintiff and told her they woul 
have to execute their note whith she ceauld hold as well as 
said decd untill they could come to Jonesville ,make arrange- 
ments with the bank and set the money. Sh 


delivered, these respondents and accepted their note for 





Tie 


Ww 


One Thousand dollars. In the mean time one V.H.Kelly a noa&ary 


| 


public had been sent for to take the acknowled gement of the 





said deed, and was sent for by the plaintiff and not by these 
respondents . The plaintiff then manifested some disinclina- 


acknowledse 
al ie nl 4 Tui > . to i fi 41. a 
Lion to sie the said deed mtill sh 70 the money, the sai 


Kelly went home that night agreed t t there next day, 
when respondents were to retur Lhe moneye The 
and stayed all night and came Jonesville 
le money, out 
paspondents a tOull ham they 


re 


ords at J Onesv ill befor vin re l MONE \ Nie Lu 
spondents wpon their gwird,and whe yy came to Jonesvill 
Lhey consul ..D.G.Seweljone of their counsel as to whebth 


,o the plaintiff's attorney 


Or? lank= 


also requestd 


* 1 


omise about 
Jonesville. The said Sewel ca L yn 


Orr Blankinship and 


eS 


} if y 


mntle A ) resen . FOuS b LOM ear, 


rh Me G "A sale 
, the plaintiff (s father, y J.lenor,Hrvey 


Berton, Frnak Statser,and quite a no.of others nov now remem- 


bered. Up to this time no difference of opinion or difieulty 


> 
J 


isen wo dissatisfaction as to said compromise, bu 


rrived, which bhey 


d 





se respondents .The 


have a takk with the plaitiff by 


iY 
L uv 


any thing else was done This was agreed to and he took her 
aside and into a room apart to themselves and had a lengthy 
conversation. The id Blankenship: came out into the company 
where your respondents d Mr.Sewel were and shortly there- 
after the plaintiff was called for ,she came out into the 

ero wd,and seemed to be crying, anc ne conversation. took 
plave in regard to the transactions that took placexkesx the 
evening before .After some conversation she compleined that 
she did not know what she was signing the evening before.When 


respondent §.J.Russell asked the plaintiff if she did not 


Ay 


read the deed,all excepf one word and that he told her what 


that was, and the plaintiff admitted that such was the facte 
asked wht she complained of ,hen she said 
‘secause her lawyers were trying to keep all the money,thit 
did not complain of the amout paid her but that they were 
teking too much from her. Mr.Sewel therupon remarked. " Mrs. 
Parsons, that’s a thing that we have nothing to do with and can 
not controll. I now offer to pay you here the one thousand 
” 
and lift the note for Messrs Russell and Jessee.sne 


to take it and Mr.Sewel romarked to her that is all 


we can do and started away 
when the said G.W.Blankinship called to said Sewel to hold on 
and said if your clients will pay Mrs.Parsons an additional 
sum believed to be from one to two hundred dollard,he would 
advise his client to acknowledge the deed. To whichSewel re- 
plied " If you will be as gener ous aeward this woman as my 


clients and reduce your fee aginst her I will advise them, an 


I believe they will agree to pay her as much more as you wilt 





- 





| i : ; 
ngree to knock off. A gooa deal of conversation took plave in 


r fference therto,not now remembered, however, finally these 

| . e. ’ F : is 

respondents against thir judgement,but acting under the ad- 
- aA OO 


{ — 
| 


Lice of the said Sewel,dgreed to pay and did pay to the said 


Q 


Kollars of this seventy fivyg responent H.J.Russell absolutely 


] 


refused to agree to, and the sai " yor B ankinship, the 
| 


plaintiff, her father and respondent Jessee insisted and pur- 


isuaded nigh the said Russell to make that furthur conseécion 


7 


nd settle the matter up. It was done, and she was paid,gand 
said deed voluntarily acknowledged,anc ever y thine seemed to 
be entirly satisfatory. (Re spondents wish here to reitterave 
hint 44+ woe the enormoi harce made by her own attor 
vbnabt Lv as the enormous charge maane Dy Net owmM avtlor 
bred dissatisfaction ,confused said settlement,because the 

3 > 
asd first claim Six Hundred Dollars of the recoverys They fi- 
i % ieee A * J ai me ay TIa9) a} ast 4 ye! 4 A: ae " 
mally reduced i t to Five Hunareda and Pippy, at last under 
Sewel's proposition they cane vo Four Hundred and Fifty,amnd 
| 


| 
retained that sum out of a recovery of One thousand and sev- 


7} 


. Something like forty percent. The money 


Iwas then paid ,the plaintiff's cousel retained their part, the 
lplaintiff hers,the deed was acknowledged and delivered on the fay : 
date the 15th dey of July, 1895 ,there the matter rested 
pontilt the subsequent Nov.term of this lon.court, when the 

was dismissed in; frerdeasate 0 the agreement,and every 

seemed to be agreeable ,and these respondents never 

any complaint of the com-piaia-art from that time untill 

before the institution of her suit.Nor could they 

lie: that such dissatisfaction existed untill process was 


served upon them. Respondents have thought proper to thus de- 


itail as accurately amis as their memories “gould admit each 





ay hee 
and every circumstance connected with this whole transaction, 


and to positively deny that they ever circulate: ny report or 





procured their circulation with a view evento influence her 
in her action. They did not believe and they were advised that 


sfie was not entitled to dower in the lands conveyed by the 


i 
Suid Parsons before his said marriage with her ,but they sup- 


was entitled to dower in some other small scraps 
sof land which the seid Parsons did om during the 
coverture and at th ime of his death,and in some other 
fonds which he had Land hac not conveyed. Of this latter 
class,namely one sold to Samuel Trett,inorder to make conve y= 
ance of these lands thus sold and to sell and convey others 


a 
ae 


necessary for the payment of debts, was the maqn and leading 
induvements to make said compromise ,they paid her whet they 
then and nop)believe to be a full and ample prize for all to 
which she was entitlec ,2nc more than she could have realized 
in any other way. This compromise and arrangement was alike 
beneficial toptaintiff's'infant children as well as bo your 
respondents. These respondents deny for themselves and their 
co-heirs that they ever procured Ira G.Sprinkle or any one elee 
to make the statemet to Lucias Shelburn a A.J.Wilson, a 
stated by the plaintiff to have been made. They 

of such a thing untill they heard it read in the pleinti 
ffs bill.They do not therefore know whether the said Wilson 
and Shelbourne said so or not,or whether it was so reportrd 
to the plaintiff, all these respondents Gan say is that they 
were in no wise connected ith it and had no knowledge of it, 
They deny that the plaintiff had any interest of dower worth 
at least s#x or seven thousand dollars,but upon the contrary 


she has been fully paic therfor;and even if she had not these 





-1|4- 
respondents are advised that asthe mater was in lit gation 


and in dispute and herrightsdenied and that she with these 





respondents entered into a settlemet and compromise both sides| 


represented by counsel ani the same issues were made in the 


ner 


former suit that is sought to be madein this ,that the said 


settlemet was made with a full knowlege and full information 


by both sideé upon consideration fully paid :and on which 


Sei g) Qe 


said former suit was dismissed,these respondents are advised 
that the matters therin embraced are res adfudacata ,and for- 
ever settled and ended. They deny that said deg@i and dismissal 


said suit were obtained by fraud intimidation,duress or 


any influence whatever by these respondents in the nature of 


aeekt CotrucG Z 


fraud or duress,was exercised over the plaintiff,or induced 


renee 
tt Oe 


said dissmissal or said conveyance. And they submit that said 


conveyance passed every right of dower or supposed rigl 





dower which the plaintiff ever had or held over the land 


sou ght to be subjected .They are advised that said deg@d and 
| 


dismissal of said suit wax extopps the plaintiff to deny that 


her right of cower,and it forever bars her 


- 


recovery in these and all other lands owned by the said Par- 





sons during the ceverture As to the claim of Henry, Nicol, 
O e 





A.L.Pridemore and J.L Pennington and others mentioned by the 
plaintiff, these several matters are now in course of setileme 
before A.M.Goins Special Commissioner in the Chancery cause 

. . a |e eA - a ay a E 
now pending in this hograble court of R.L.Penninton Admr. 
against these respondents and others,where they will be final- 
y determined. Respondents deny the charge in the plaintiff's 


OO 
i 


bill that the deed of M.C.Parsons to fllen Jessee ,&va Russel 


Pag? ' | 
G.W.Parsons and Rebecca Parsons were never depivered ,but 
3 


upon the contrary the,were signed sealed ,ackno ledged and 





: 
-15 


rit 


€ 
delivered. Respondents furthur deny that the conveyance fale 


E/llen Jesse was made for t e purpose as stated > plaint- 


iff, or that there was any contract or agreement that said 


4. 


Ellen was.to reéconvey the said land to the said M.C.Parsons 


pondents do not admit that the plaintiff was married to the 


4 


said M. C.Parsons on the 15th day or May,I8982,or on «ny other 


day,they have no personal knowledge of that event,they therefs 


OY 
Pp 


call upon the plaintiff for procf of the plaintiff for the 


4 
t 


,2 
D 3 1 “eS v4 i = 3 
tL. Respondents that such ement took place 


BG 


took place in the State of Tenn. Respondents are 
not prepared to admit whit the the motive of the plaintiff 


vas for marrying said M.C.Parsons,it may have been for what 
; f rs i of # F ‘ 
4 ek Ke ae d-e7 fi tad Ee Eb Ree” ° 

she safys¥tha® is that .M.U.Parsons at that time was the re- 


ov 


puted owner of these lands so valuble and so coveted by the 
respondents can not see any other good reason for 


such union,M.C.Parsons was then an old man,60 years or more 


as and love in the marriage. Respon- 


5 Here ee ST Hire. ty : ey akabnabets oe WIN An 
ents state that they : advis edu hey believe it to 
ot LAMA ‘Ay fA at 


be true that.the pleintiff had full knovledge that the con= 
Vis 


veyances were made ; delivered to the grantees therein.They 


Lherefore deny that these particuatr deeds had any thing t 


| with the marricge of the plaintiff with the said M.C.Parsons 
They t ink th Lb marriage was brought about in this wise,twe 
plaintiff had taken one trip off on the rail-road with M.C. 
Parsons and was gone for several days,and by reason thereof 
some unpleasant talk in the neighborhood about 1b. 


. 1 


x a ae ee . wea f . : ea Poke aes eee , ee 
»0.Parsons Clo Ay Keeani te: 1 il By VESEUO uO Lune ple nig Gps aL S 





~16- 
| . Phas 
| fathers house ,wh 1s a laborer sf in and employ of and 


benant of the said M.C.Parsons,and is a man of bad temper , 


5 My 4 


and he and the plaintiff threatened the said M.C.Parsons and 
much ill feeling existed ,and at the time they were marriedxke 
. . 

they were by no mens friendly with ea tuner. Respondents 
regret to have to state that st thet time M.C.Par-ons was @ 
drinking me and. that.it was his intoxicated condition thst 
enabled the plaintiff to exercise over him the influence th 
Jead to this unfortmate m rriages These respondents deny th 
the plaintiff is able and ready to pay back the money received 


7 


by her,to-wit $1075.00,uppn the release of the said deed, upon 

the contrary as-before stated she aid Four Hundred and fifty 
lawyers,much of the residue she has 

consumed in living, and they do not believe 


that she could raise $250.00 of that amount if required to 


by this Hon. Court. Respondents here wish 


wd 


Re | ; 
plaintif's attemp ge adroitness in 
é 


in this case wpon the influence 


over her mind by reports in the combry and to mahe 


tnesé respondents its author,and by this false reasoning seck 


Dy 
to avoid the responsibili y of of he: acts in the 
presence of disinterested people by induci e this honerable 
court to believe that while Zhhe did thus ac freely and vol- 
terily,in kam all the acts and dofings in the said compro- 
mise ,all which can be fully proven on her, that ertheless 


4 


that she had been in some derk and fraudulent 


and trembling and that she was is operated upon to thus 


do these acts and deeds.Sueh en insinvuation is as false as 


it is rediculous. She w: urrounded by her father and in a 


pgtlous neighborhood of rable people,she was represented 


£ 
Fi 





jee Age, ‘ 


of which few litigants can boast,she 


X 


of Mess.»Bullett and Kelly of Big Stone Gap; 


»Blankinship and 
of Jonesvill,six lawyers in all,anc 
vith attempting to,deadg your respondents astray in bnese 
mathers she actually‘ undert k an had liked to have succe wa 
fee a eo 3 . oa . ts A peta 
oc “In be “these s awy a e respondents Sl ag 


Lbheir avyel and after a. hat she compliins of ipositi sie 
g 


and ignorance EY rant of knowledge,~what a pretence.’ 

. Sil ee ip 

what a Folly Hneses' mdenvs b ve > true 

het th mMOvLiVe ¢ Ler | LinvifiVes ES OnNu 11% is 
supp. LU] r weune from these respendents 


dea acid de tap ogee pre 
in truth she knows her clan- 
ents in said bi » in the main fale and un- 
My 


hese responde 


at; Lion 


egecution 


iastit done any act that 
contract or compromise 
Respondents woul 
this community ,that they have been 


ig! 


leir nelgsi 


bors as honerable men,that 


sir wives and Miss Rebecca Parsons have heen raised in the 
of suspicion 
sir fair name : s left alone for t 
Resp ondents think propé 


rs hertofore 





| 
hat { pe eae 


conveyed by the id Geo.W.Parsons to the said ll.J.R ssell 


llegation of the plaintiff's 
bill not herein specifically denied or admitted and call upon 


the plaintiff for proof thereof. And having fully answered, 


rey m 7 Wal =] Y\}y? tr ha 5) ie oe 4. j 7 « ~ 
your responcents pray vo pe nence h their reason 


ble costs in this behalg@..expended ey ver pray &e. 
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ee SONS ballad ntact. 
Against ( In Chancery.’ Cavecred ie Ls 


Hilén, Jessee; ey al.',. Defendants .- 


Piss cause ‘came On to -be heard upon the) bill sof the 
plaintiff and exhibit therewith, the process duly executed on the de- 
fendants, and the cause regularly matured at rules and set for hearing 
by the plaintiff, ang was argued by counsel.” And on motion of the 


plaintiff Willaam{A.’ Orr, Sr., is appointed Guardian Ad Litem for the 
infant defendants, becca Parsons, Wheeler P.: Parsons and Bessice A. 
il aN f es if G Je 
Eiger Vi A oer : ; ie ’ ke 
Parsons’, and. Oni ATS motion leave is granbed Him to file their answer, 


‘and the same/was ateqrdingly filed; and the plaintiff replied generally 


. 4 , 
_thereto. Anc on negien of H. J. Russell; J2.C. Jésste; HvarRussell, 


sand Bilen Jesse lperec is granted them to file their joint.demurer and 

Retccots and. the same vas accordingly filed; and the plaintiff excepted 
Bee ie answer, which exception being argued is sustained as to that 
part of said answer on page twelve as is included in brackets and as to 
that portion on page fourteen as is is in A.’ L. Pridemore’s handwriting 
and in the thargin of said answer; and the plaintiff then joined in said 
demurer and replied generally to said answer.as corrected.’ And on mo- 
tion of the defendant, George W. Parsons leave is granted him to file 
his separate’answer and the same is accordingly filed and the plaintiff 
replied thereto. Anda on motion of the defendant, A. L. Pridemore; xsa 
leave is granted him to file his separate demurer and answer, and the 
same was accordingly filed, and on his motion and for reasons stated in 
Said answer the cause is dismissed as to him. Ana the defendants , 
Henry Nicoll and J.’ L. Pennington, failing to appear and plead, demur- 
er or answer the bill‘is taken for confessed against them,’ And. the 


cause is cintinued,’ 
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The Depositions of Andrew Goliway, and others taken before 
me,¢.&.Couk, Notary Public, in and for the count) of Lee and 
state of Birginia,pursuant to agreement beteen the Attorneys, to 
be reas as evidenve in the behalf of J.C.Jessee, “allen Jesse H.J. 
Russel k, Xx@xXexsex and Eva Russell, in a certain suit in equity 
now pCuusne in the Gircuit Court for Lee County Virginia, wherein 
F.E.Parsons Wade is plaintiff and the said Russell and Jessee 
along with others are defendants, at the law office of A.L.Pride- 
more in the tow of Jonesville, Va.,on the 26th dey of May, 1897. 
Present; Pridemore and Sewel and R.L.Penninzton for the said 


Russell and Jessee, 


4p a 
d/ Z 


end LLbto ZYIJE 7 
J.C.Jessee, a witness of lawful age ing first duly sworn de-~ 
poses and says. 

Ques. 1. Please state whether or not on the oceasion hebetofore 
described by you in your former deposition when you H.J.Russell 
and Andrew Goliway returned from Jonesville, gf heretofore ete 
ed by you whether or not you saw H.A. Yeary at the house of Mrs. 
Parosns or not? 


An 


Ans. If he'was there I did not see him, but I understood he was 


in the house. . 
Ques. 2. On your return on that Oceasion did Andrew Goliway 


‘and a paper or note bo RAMS PKAKIINY NaH “BIKA RUI NAH KA Mya KaoeEX ® 


ee eee a Ee 7 ig: PSS aw ‘ 
larye Teary and Harve Yeary hand it to Mrs. Parsons OAxXk RE YARRA 


ORxXAuXthexdaark while they.were on the porch and she was abt the 


door? 


Ans. 





2s 
Go liway 
Ans. I did not see Mexws Yeuxy hand to Mr Yeary any not,®and he Sx 
yeary hand it to Mrs.Parsons, if any such a thinkg had happened 


{ eould have seen it, my recolection is that Andrew Goliway on 


that occasion was not on the inside of the yard. 


Ques.3. Please state whether or not Mr.Pridemorem wrote any letter 
y, 

or noteto Mrs.Parsons and gave it to Goliway to and to her and 

state whether or not all the ti me that Goliway was at Pridemre's 
you were 

offic@ Gakikwaxyx wax present. 

Ans. He did not write any letter to her on that occasion, the 

onl; pacer arawn up was the deed which was afterward signed by 


her, and which is on file in these paers. Goliway was present 


all the weeeke while we were at Pridemore's office, and we, Russel] 


: Vv... te c 
and myself were in the + ae all the weate While Goliway was. 
j 


Ques. 4. Please state wether or not you or Ruessell wrote and 
save to Goliway any letter or note purporting to be a letiexsgx 
rotafrom Col Pridemore, that was handed to Mrs.Parsons by Goliway 
ar directed by you to be haned to her by Balers? 

Ans. I did not, if Mr.Russell did I did not see him. 

Ques. 5. Please state whether or not H. A.Heary on that occasion 
came out of the house and Let} before you, Russell and Goliway did? 


di a { = 
Ans. If he did not see any thing of him. 


+ € 


I know he did not come 


out at the front way. 





3 
".J.Russell, another witness of lawful age being first duly 
sworn deposes and says: 
Ques. 1. Please state whether or not on the accasion herctofore 
described by you in your former deposition and when J.C.Jessee 
Andrew Goliway returned with you from Jonesville, whether or not 
you saw H.A.Yeary at the house of Mrs.Parsons? 
Ans, I did not, I understood heWas there but | did not see him. 
Ques. 2. State whether or not if he had been on the porch or in 
the yard you were in plain view of said places and could have 
en him? 
Ans. [ was in front of the house and if he had been on that side 
f the house I certainly could have seen him. 
Ques. 3 On your return to the house of irs.Parsons on that Occasio 
did Andrew Goliway hand apamer or notéto Harvey Yeary ane Harvey 
perce 
yeary hand it to Mrg.Pa arsons on the parmhk at the ias 
Ans.I did not see Harve Yeary on that Occasion, I did not see 
Goliway hand Yeary any Paper, and I do not think thatf Go liway 
Was on the inside of the yard. 
Ques. Please state whether or not Mr.Pridemore wrote any letter 
or note to Mrs.Pargons and gave it to Goliway to hand to her 
and Stae whether or not at the time Goliway was at Pridemore's 
office you were present all the time? 
Ans. He did not, he wrote a deed on that Occasion and ave:..it te 
me, it is the same Paper that she Signed and which ison file. 


I was present al] the while that Goliway was in Pridenore's office. 


sii Please state yin) Agr, or not you ofr Jessee wrote and gave 
é LA 
LO Goliway a any note p Bulporting 


to be a letter or note from Col. 


ridenore that was handed to Mrs.Parsons by Go GOliway or directed 
to be handed to her by you? 





5 
Ans. I did not myself, and if Ar. Jesse did { have no knowledze 


OT? Lb. 


Ques. 6. Please statewhether or not H.A.Yeary came out of the 


house and left before you and Mr.Russell and Goliway. 


Ans. I did not see him leave if he did, and if he came out he did 


not come out the front way 


And furthur this witness saith not. 
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THIS DEED made this July lath 1895, by and between F, E. Parsons 
pariy of the first part, and Harve J. Russell, M. E. Russell, nis wife 
J. C. Jessee, Ellen Jessee, his wife and Rebecca Parsons and 7eorge W. 


Parsons, of the second vart, all of Lee County Va., Witnesseth; Thet where 


as the party of the first part, as widow of the late M. C. Parsons claims 


dower in certain lands, which cescendec from the party of the second 


pert as heirs as law, of the said M. Cc. Parsons end whereas, the party 
of the first part, has heretofore instituted her suit in chancery for the 
recovery Of s id dower and nhereas the par t¥#“ynereto has this day mutually 


settled the matters involved in ssid suit and all questions of and 
g 


congerning ssid dower in the said M. c. Parsons estate, Now, therefore 


in consideration of said acreement and the sum of One thousand ane seventy 


five dollars paid and secured to be paid this day the sxic BR RB, Parsons 


widow of M. C. Parsons by these presents relinquis¥hed and quit-claim to 


all dower or claim of dower in and to said M. Cc. Parsons real estate, of 


which he was siezed during the coveture, and to covenants that she will 
Jor all 

not further proseGate, therefor, but will and by these presents, direct the 

seme to be dismissed and stricken from the docket. 


Witness the following signeture and seal, this the Gay and year 


first above written, 


Flora E. Parsons (Seal) 
Virginia, Lee County to-wit; 
Ee He. Kebly. a Notary Public for the County aforesaid, in the State 
Of Virginia, do certify that Flora E. Parsons whose names is Signed tec the 
above writing bearing date on the 12th day of July 1895 


2 


the seme before me in my County aforesaid, 


» has acknowledred 


siven under my hand this 13th day of July 1895. 


Vincent H. Kelly 


Virginia, Lee County to-wit: 


4 
In the office of the Clerk for said County, the 15th day of July 189, 


this deed was presented, and tozethner with the certificate thereto annexed 





@ 3 ) 


sdmittred to record. 
Teste; S. V. F. Riehmond, Glerk. 


A Copy teste; Sn 27i: Un drgate—clert. 
€D.. B. 31 page 4658) 








Commonwealth of Virginia, 
ounty, to-wit: 
To the Sheriff of the County Of Lee, GREETING: 
We command that you summon W.R.Johnston to appear before 


me zat the la office of A.L.Pridemore in the town of Jonesville 


Va. on the 26 ay of April, 1897, to testifu and the truth to 


speak on the behalf of Eva Russell H.J.Russell, J.0.Jesse and 
Ellen Jessee in a ceratin matter in controversy depending in the 
eircuit Court for Lee County, and undetermined wherein F.#.Parsons 
Wade ig plaintiff and the said Russells and Jessees along with 
others are defendants 

An? t is you sq 11 in no wise omit in the penalty of $100.00 


Given uncer my hand this the 26tp day of April, I897. 
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Commonwealth of Virginia:- 
Lee County, to-wit:- 


To The Sheriff of Lee County Greeting: - 
We command that you summon Andrew Goliway to appear before 


me on the 26th day of May, [897, at the law office of A.l.Pridemore, 
to testify, and the truth to speak on the behalf of H.J. Russell, 


and J.C.Jessee, Hva.Russell md Ellen Jessee, in a certain matter 
in controversy depending in the Circuit court for Lee County, 
wherein F.E.Parsons Wade umgis plaintiff and the said H.J.Russell 
and others are defendants; and this you shall in no wise omit, 


in the penalty of $100.00 
Given under my hand this the 26th day of May, 1897. 








To Mrs. F. FB. Parsons Wade, 

You will please take notice that on the 16th day of February, 
1897 et the law office of A.L. Pridemore in the town of Jonesville, 
Vas, b@tweatilthechours of 8 A.M, and 8 P.M. of that day, we will 
proceed to take the deposition of B.S.Stapleton and others, which 
when taken is interided to be read as evidence in our behalf in a 
certain suit in chancery pending in the circuit court of Lee Noung 
wherein you are plaintiff and we and others are defendants, And if 
from any cause the taking of the said depositions be not comnenced 
On that day, or if commenced, not completed, the taking thereof will 


be adjourned from time to time and from place to place witill at 


leneth completed, 








Lhe Commonwealth of Virginia, 
To the Sheriff of the County of peo Cuore 


We Command you, That you summon 


) De rat the Clerk's e Mm the Cireuit Coprt of the County of; Lee, at the rules to be held 


for the said Court on the Boni yin on , 189 b, to answer a 


billAi a vy, exhibited against . AAL : in our said court by 


And have then there this writ. Witness, A. B. MUNSEY, Clerk of our said Court, at the conrt- 


house, the... (un day of x 2 _ 1896 ,and in the 


12.94 ae year of the Commonwealth. A be j 
L/) 


Le KL AAA A<a€ Aa). Clerk, 
ee 
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IN CHANCERY. 
A Milly 7 Berg | 
ridley. Rules, ‘ 


CIRCUIT COURT. 





Everett Waddey Co., 


Stationers and Printers, Form No, 204.—C 
Richmond, Va. 








Che Commonwealth of Virginia : 


189 7... to testify and the truth to 
RMA AA LLLEA , in a cextmin. ee controversy in our said court before 
y ; Ao bece tl 
the sgid Judge depen@ing and undetermined OK Fimo Plaintiff, and 


ee a a a eee . Defendant . 


Eat - ~ 
shall in no wise omit, under the penalty of £100. “Andhave then there this writ. 
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Lhe Commonwealth of Virginia, 


eting: 


Ge rommand you to summon. 
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VE 
as. sa 
sai 


YP *O 
(Z O 
SFE 


to app@ awenif-Court of Lee Couns 


day of . C1 
2 * 


in a certain matter of controversy in our said Court 


? 


before the said Judge depending and undetermined between... 


_Plaintitf 


Defendant 


And have then there this writ. Witness, A. B. MUNSEY, Clerk of our said Court, at the court- 


‘S, a ‘ 
house, the... 9G wx day of Ch Bete 189 (gy, and in the 


12 / A, year of the Commonwealth. 
Clerk. 
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